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I. Introduction to Operation JUNCTION CITY

A. Operation JUNCTION CITY was a three phased military combat operation
sxecuted by United States Army forces and forces of the Army of the Republic
of Vietnam (ARVN) against forces of the Viet Cong and North Vietnamese Army
(NVA). This battle took place from February through May in 1967, in the
region known as War Zone C northwest of Saigon. United States Air Force
elements also took part in the operation.

B. The predominant sources used for this account were US Army unit after
action type reports from brigades/regiments that participated in the
operation. The edition of the Vietnam Studies that specifically dealt with
Operation JUNCTION CITY was invaluable, but research revealed that it was
directly derived from the aforementioned after action reports. Various
intelligence documents and operational summaries of that time frame also
proved useful. A notable scarcity of reliable Viet Cong/NVA sources limited
the balance of the research and possibly skewed it in favor of the
Americans. However, it 1s also notable that all of the US after action
reports were published within a few months of the conclusion of the
operation and therefore reflect raw, timely information.

The m™authoritative"™ work, if one exists, is the Vietnam Studies book
Cedar Falls-Junction City by LTG Bernard W. Rogers., It was published in
1974, some seven years after the battle, and is a faithful military tactical
account of the bdattle. However, the distance of time has shown the
inaccuracy of some of the conclusions and analysis in that document. On the
other hand, the few VC/NVA sources have the obvious trappings of propaganda
and are almost unusable in the tactical accounts, although their conclusions
have an air of truth.

There was no shortage of sources for the strategic setting although
they had to be approached with caution as the personal biases of the authors
concerning American involvement in the war heavily influenced their
approaches and conclusions. As discussed in George Herring's article,
"American Strategy in Vietnam: The Postwar Debate,"™ three schools of
thought have emerged regarding the US failure in Vietnam, and these schools
seem to apply also to what Herring termed "the causes and wisdom of American
involvement."

The first school of thought holds that America failed in Vietnam
because the military power was not used correctly, that it fought with too
many civilian-imposed restrictions. This "hawk" point of view also agrees
on the wisdom of the US commitment in Vietnam. This schoul of thought is
well developed in the memoirs of General William C. Westmoreland (4 Soldier
Reports) and by Dave R. Palmer in his Summons of the Trumpet. The few
atrategic remarks of General Rogers' official history of the battle indicate
that his work also professes the "hawkish" viewpoint. Each of these three
books, howaver, was a very valuable source if approached correctly.
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The second school of thought identified by Herring was what he termed
the "counterinsurgency school." Writsrs of this persuasion espoused the
belief that the war could have been won 1f the US had "adapted its strategy
to the type of conflict it was engaged in."™ This group also generally
supported American involvement in Vietnam and in our research the
counterinsurgency theme was found to be espoused by Guenter Lewy's superd
America in Vietnam, Cincinnatus' Self Destruction, and to a degree,
Colonel Harry G. Summers' On Strategy: The Vietnam War in Context.

The final school of thought that has emerged argues that the US should
not have become involved in a conflict that was unwinnzble at any acceptable
cost. To such authors the Vietnam War was a classic no-win situation for
America. During our research this view emerged in several sources, among
them the excellent discussions in Anthony Lake's The Vietnam Legacy,
Patricia Krause's Anatomy of An Undeclared War, and Charlton and Moncrief's
Many Reasons Why--which each represented all views to varying degrees.

Finally, to get a feel for the flavor of Vietnam and the French
experience in Indochina, the books of Bernard Fall are incomparable. We
also found John M. Van Dyke's North Vietnam's Strategy for Survival very
helpful in evaluating the Communists' war aims and strategy. The books by
Facts on File provided a wealth of data and the many pictorial accounts of
the war were surprisingly helpful in the area of maps and photos of
equipment and battle scenes.

A final note on sources concerns oral histories. Although there are
many US survivors of this operation still on active duty, it was
disappointing that none were located who could provide additional
information. Several personal inquiries turned up empty, and even a
newspaper advertisement did not elicit a single response. The few
interviews that were conducted were of little value as the subjects had such
a vague recollection of the battle that they were unable to provide any
substantive information or answer any of the unresolved questions that
exzerged during our research.
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II. The Strategic Setting

A. The Seeds of American Involvement

The seeds of American involvement in Vietnam were planted in 1945 when the
United States adopted a hands-off policy as France "reasserted her colonial
sway over Indochina™ following World War II. Although concerned when
Comnunist dominated forces known as the Vietminh rebelled against the French
in the late 1940s, "US aid remained discreetly indirect, taking the form of
economic assistance to Paris."! However, the administration began sending
significant amounts of aid directly to Indochina in 1949 following the
triumph of Mao Tse~tung's Red Army in China. In 1950 Red China and Moscow
extended diplomatic recognition to the Vietminh and its leader, Ho Chi Minh,
and in so doing convinced President Truman of the communist coloring of the
insurgency cause in Vietnam. When war erupted in Korea in 1950, the
American fear of global aggression from a monolithic communist world seemed
confirmed. US aid to Indochina was increased and an American military
mission entered the region to oversee the expanded program.

When President Eisenhower inherited the situation in 1953, the United States
was paying over half the cost of the French-Indochina War, amounting to
400 million dollars a year.2 The war was not going well for the French
who had been unsuccessfully seeking "the big set-piece battle in which they
could outmaneuver and outgun the enemy."3 By 1954, the escalation from
guerilla to regular warfare was under way, and before the officials in
Washington could agree on the level of American commitment in Vietnam, the
French found cheir set-piece battle in a small mountain village named Dien
Bien Phu.

Having Jjust ended the Korean War, and finding no Allied entausiasm for
another Asian conflict, President Eisenhower decided against committing
American combat forces. Dien Bien Phu fell, and French involvement in
Indochina ended. Peace was negotiated in a conference at Geneva whicl
separated Vietnam at the 17th Parallel, giving the northern half to
Ho Chi Minh and the southern half to Emperor Bac Dai. American policy then
took the form of support for the emerging leader of South Vietnam,
Ngo Dinh Diem, who was consolidating his hold on South Vietnam with the
reluctant approval of Emperor Bao Dai who was holding court on the French
Riviera. In October 1954, President Eisenhower pledged "to assist the
Government of Vietnam in developing and maintaining a strong, viable state,
capable of resisting attempted subversion or aggression through military
means."¥ The United States providec aid directly to Diem and American
advisors arrived to help train the Vietnamese Army. When talk of a coup
surfaced, a speclal ambassador was sent by President Eisenhower to let it be
known that Washington would not support any leader but Diem.5

In 1955 Ho Chi Minh was enraged when Diem refused to hold the elections
called for by the Geneva peace accord. As a result, i1nsurgency was
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renewed. Though the start was slow, insurgent cadres were established by
mid-1957 and began an aggressive recruiting campaign.6 Despite progress
by Diem, South Vietnam was fertile ground for an insurgency, especially as
Diem failed to recognize the ultimate objecti2 of the battle-~the people.
As the Viet Cong influence expanded, South Vietnam's central government in
Saigon failed to realize the extent and nature of the threat. From Hanoi,
his capital city in the north, Ho Chi Minh began establishment of an
infiltration network into the South--soon to be known as the Ho Chi Minh
trail. American civilian and military officials in Vietnam also failed to
grasp the true essence of the situation. By the end of 1960, however, the
sense of complacency began to disappear and the internal menace was
gradually revealed in the form of stepped-up insurgent activity.

The early days of 1961 were filled with manifestaticns of the cold war
between the United States and the Soviet Union which had great significance
for the increasingly shaky situation in South Vietnam. A few days before
President Kennedy's inauguration, Soviet Premier Nikita Khrushchev
belligerently pledged Russian support for what he termed "wars of national
liberation."7T In North Vietnam, during a broadcast timed to coincide with
Khrushchev's statement, Radio Hanol announced the formation of the National
Liberation Front, the political apparatus that would direct the insurgency
in Vietnam.8 To such challenges President Kennedy provided an answer in
his inaugural address, declaring that: "To those new states whom we w2lcome
to the ranks of the free, we pledge our word that one form of ~<olonial
control shall not have passed away merely to be replaced by a far more iron
tyranny." Kennedy proclaimed the arrival of the "New Frontier," and pledged
that America would "pay any price, bear any burden, support any friend,
oppose any foe, to ensure the survival and the success of liberty.m9

B. "Support Any Friend, Oppose Any Foe"

As 1if to test the resolve of the new US administration, the situation in
South Vietnam grew steadily worse. It was becoming evident that a Communist
triumph was imminent without hasty American action to forestall it. With
urging from the nations of the region, f{rom New Zealand to Australia to
Thailand, President Kennedy answered Hanol's challenge. His numerous
observers and study groups returned from Saigon with wide ranging
recommendations, among them calls for increased military assistance, to
include several thousand troops. The Pentagon reacted swiftly. By the end
of 1961, 3200 Americans were at work in Vietnam, and in early 1962 the
Military Assistance Command, Vietnam began coordinating and directing the US
commitment.!0 The objective of the United States' involvement emerged as
defeat of North Vietnam's effort to impose a Communist state on an unwilling
South Vietnam, thus allowing South Vietnam to choose its own government.l]

The American military buildup, new equipment, and intent to remain were a

tonic to the Army of the Republic of Vietnam. After a shaky beginning in
1662, "by year's end they had snatched the military initiative from the Viet
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Cong." With American advised and supported ARVN units holding the upper
hand on the battlef'ield, a quick win was wrested from the grasp of the Viet

Cong. 1é’The VC retrenched for the long haul" as disenchantment racked their
ranks.

Then, Jjust when President Diem aseemed to have his country and the Viet Cong
under control, rioting broke out in Saigon over a claimed religious
imbalance of power. With 97,000 Buddhists demonstrating in his capital,
Diem declared martial 1law snd the Viet .Cong took advantage of the
ulstraction to rebuild their ranks. The religious revolts also brought to
light shortcomings of the insensitive Diem regime. The sentiment of
America's leadership began to drift toward Diem's ouster. In November 1963,
with US approval, a coup was carried out which resulted in Diem's
assaszination and made the American commitment to Vietnam "virtually
irrevocable."13 Shortly  thereafter  President Kennedy  was also
assassinated and President Lyndon B. Johnson inherited a confused situation
in Saigon where several South Vietnamese governments changed hands in quick
succession. ~ -

Finally the situation stabalized, but not before Hanci was able to rearm the
VC, send Northerners to the South, and direct terrcorist activities against
US advisors and installations. The result was that throughout 1964 the
revolutionary movement escalated ominously and the insurgents enlarged their
base areas and displayed newfound military aggressiveness. In a major
change of high-level US personnel, General Maxwell D. Taylor became
Ambassador to South Vietnam and General William C. Westmoreland took over as
the Commander of MACV. Shortly after they had settled into their new
positions, North Vietnamese torpedo boats allegedly attacked two American
deatroyers patrolling the international waters of the Gulf of Tonkin. In
resnonse, the United States Senats, "in a near unanimous vote, passed the
Gulf of Tonkin Resolution, signifying its aquiescence in the use cof American
power in Scutheast Asia and reaffirming the importance of South Vietnam to
interects the United States held vital."14

With the US buildup continuing, by December 1964 some 23,000 American
military men were in South Vietnam and the Vietnamese government had
regained some stability. At that point Hanol committed to overt military
ip.ervention in the South. Miscalculating the American response,
underestimating the ARVN, and overly optimistic about gprecipitating the
collapse of South Vietnam, North Vietnam launched its regiments into battle
in the South. When Viet Cong sappers attacked the American advisors'
compound at Pleiku, Presidert Johnson unleashed the US Air Force and ordered
Marines to Vietnam. When the Marines waded ashore near Danang in 1965 "a
new war was on."15 Americans would henceforth not only advise, but would
fight as well.
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The war escalated quickly througnout 1965 as Hanol tried to achieve victory
before the US buildup blunted their offensive, However, American units
repulsed the invasion frozx the North and by mid-19f6 General Westmoreland
noted that the war haa evolved into a protracted war of artrition.1® The
Americane in Vietnam had achieved a great deal and in recognition of their
accomplisihments, Time magazine selented their commander, General Westmureland,
as the 1965 recipient of its prestigicus "Man of the Year" award. 17

The buildup continued throughout 1966, and by the end of that year sufficient
forces had been deployed, together with their logistic support, so that the
Allied military establishment was in a position 2 go over to the offensive on
a broad and sustained basis. As 1967 began, Viet Cong and North Vietnamese
forces totalled nearly 300,000 soldiers. At the same time, counting 625,000
South Vietnamese, well over a million men bore arus for the Allies.18 wnile
the amount of eccnomic and military aid received by the North was quite small
relative to American aid to the South, it is worthy of note. Over the
ten-year pericd covering 1963-1973, North Vietnam received over one billion
dollars (of which 650 mil)lon wece military assistance) from Communist
nations.19 The majority of the aid came initially from the People's
Republic of China, but after Khrushchev's ocuster in 1964, the Soviet Union
increased its aid considerably. In the end, the Soviet Union contributed over
600 million dollars to the North Vietnamese cause. By contrast, the US was to
spend over 150 billion dollars during the course of the war.20

cC. Search and Destroy

An analysis of the military forces involved in the Vietnam war gives the edge
to the Allies whc wers superior in both numbers (by over 3 to 1) and
equipment. However, the North Vietnamese level of experience and their
guerilla tactics did much to offset the statistical advantages of those
defending the South. Recognizing his numerical inferiority, after mid-1966
Goneral Vo Nguyen Giap, the North Vietnamese military leader, returned to a
str-tegy aimed at wearing out the United States, emphacizing two basic
principles. First, he assembled his forces only at the time and place of an
attack, and then primarily conducted operations such as umbushes and
harassiient of supply lines. Second, he sought to use his forces' superior
knowledge of the terrain in order to move without detection and to establish
necessary hideouts, weapons and food caches, and bases .21 Obviously, Giap's
tactics were hardly original, having been used as early as the 13th Century.
However, having honed his tactics and developed his subordinate leaders during
tweuty years of fighting against the French and South Vietnamese, Giap's
strategy was to prove quite formidable.

During the latter part of 1966, a number of Allied tactical offensive
operations were conducted--the first of the war since the American buildup.
The tactics that evolved came to be known as search and destroy. Although
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subsequently criticized for fostering a ground war of attrition and likened
to elephants stomping oun ants, search and destroy tactics had developed
loglcally. Hindered bty policy constraints which denied him the authorilty to
strike enemy sanctuaries in Cambodia, Laos and North Vietnam (although US
aireraft did intermittently fly missions over North Vietnam beginning in
1855), General Westmoreland was limited to waging a strategic defenaive
behind friendly borders. To win such a contest, Westmoreland determined
tuat he had to protect South Vietnam's population and make aggression so
costly that General Giap would call the NVA units home.22 To accomplish
these tasks, the ARVN forces were given the mission of protecting and
pacifying population centers while US and Allied units 3ought to engage
Communist elements in the less settled stretches near the Western border and
in the insurgent strongholds throughout the South. Thus, Anerican field
commanders found themselves attacking fortified base areas in generally
hard-to-reachh sections of the South 1in massive search and destroy
operations--worrying all the while about the statistical resultas of body
counting.

By definition, search and destroy operations were attacks conducted away
from populated areas and in localities where the enemy was strong. They
entailed violent assault by infantry and armor, capitalized on allied
airmobility, and, with the use of heavy supporting fires, sought to destroy
an armed opponent who was expected to defend himself in a conventional way.
Normally, to uinimize friendly oczsualties, only very large upits were used
to execute this type of attack. In short, search and destroy operations
were large scale, tactical offensives seeking an opponent to fight, a base
to destroy, or both.23 puring 1966, numerous operations of this type were
condveted, including eighteen which each netted over five hundred enemy
dead.24 1p fact, both sides took heavy losses as the enemy tried to
mcintain the pressure, and as each side sought to exploit its tactical
advantages: the Allies, their firepower and mobility; the NVA and VC, the
ability to nimbly disengage and slip away into havens in Cambodia and Laos.

Cperation Junction City was to be the largest search and destroy operation
of the war to that time, and would seek to destroy one of the major enemy
bases forty-five miles northeast of Salgon--just north of the area which had
earned the foreboding name of "The Iron Triangle."
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III. TACTICAL SITUATION:

A. AREA OF COPERATIONS

(1) GENERAL:

The operational area for JUNCTION CITY, WAR ZONE C, is generally
defined as the 80x50 kilometer area bounded on the west and north by
Cambodia, on the east by Highway 13, and on the south by an east-west line
drawn through Ben Cat and Tay Ninh and extending to the Cambodian border.
The area lies 45 miles northwest of Saigon.

(2) WEATHER:

The weather was clear and dry throughout the entire period of the
operation. Light fog occasionally appeared in the early morning hours but
dissipated prior to 0800. Temperature ranged from a low of 59° to a high
of 950, The mean temperature was 72°, The average relative humidity
during the operation was 71%. The total amount of rainfall during the
entire operation as 2.11 inches, resulting from occasional heavy late
afternoon thunderstorms. The number of days in which visibility was
restricted to five miles or less was 39. The number of days with a ceiling
below 4000 feet was 24. Weather during the period had no adverse effects on
tactical operations and can be generally characterized as ideal for ground
operations throughout the entire period.

(3) TERRAIN:

The JUNCTION CITY area of operations 1s characterized by relatively
flat land with gently rolling hills. Terrain in the northern and eastern
portions rises to approximately 150 meters while the southern and western
portions range in elevation from 5-50 meters. The generally flat, marshy
land in the west changes to gently rolling terrain finally becoming
irregular near the eastern province boundary.

There arc only two prominent land features in the area. NUI BA DEN, a
986-meter mountain, is located at XT 2858. NUI ONG, NUI CUA CONG, and NUI
THA LA form a continuous ridge which extends from XT 5259 to XT u4853.

The drainage pattern is formed by the Van To Dong in the west and the
head waters of the SAIGON in the east. Neither river was fordable during
the period of the operation. Numerous streams and intermittent waterways
were interlaced throughout the area of interest. The principal streams had
steep banks and muddy bottoms. Minor streams were very shallow or even
interrupted.

Vegetation in the area ranges from dense forest, to light forest, brush
wood, and bamboo thickets. In the dense areas the canopy was usually
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discontinous. The broad leaf evergreen fcrests formed single and double
canopy. The undergrowth was dense consisting of low trees, shrubs, bamboo
and vines. There are, howaver, large open rice fields around NUI BA DEN and
a large rubber plantation, the DON DIEN MICHELIN, southeast of the NUI ONG
mountain ridge.

Highways 13 and 22 are the only paved roads in the area of operations.
There were several secondary roads, in particular 24l, 245, and 246 in the
east, and 247 and Route 4 in the west. Additionally, numerocus well used
trails criss-crossed the area of operations. Most bridges in the area were
destroyed prior to the beginning of the operation.

Trafficability in the area varied from good in the rubber plantations
to difficult in marshy areas in the north, particulary the northeast, where
movement was difficult because of the heavy forest and dense undergrowth and
bamboo. In this area foot movement by ground troops was fair at best and
movement by vehicles was largely restricted to roads. In the northern and
western portions of the area of operations trafficability improved because
of the relatively thin forests and scattered open areas.

Observation was largely dependent upon the vegetation of the area as
opposed to the elevation. Observation ranges from good in the rice and
grassland areas to poor in the dense forestad areas.

Fields of fire were axtremely limited in the dense forests and other
areas of heavy undergrowth. In the rice lands dikes tended to limit the
fields of fire for flat trajectory weapons.

Cover was provided by dikes, shell craters and ravines from flat
trajectory weapons. Caves in the NUI BA BEN area and the enemy bunker and
trench system provide cover from high trajectory weapons.

All forested areas provided good concealment from air and ground
observation. Bamboo areas provided good concealment from ground observation
while small villages provide good concealment for small foot mobile elements
from aerial and ground observation.

Dense forested areas and bamboo croppings provided formidable obstacles
to both foot and vehicle movement. Dense jungle slowed track movement to
one kilometar per hour or less.

B. OPPOSING FORCES

The US forces consisted of the II Field Force, headquartered in Long
Binh and with a tactical command post at Dau Tieng. It was commanded by
Lieutenaat General Jonathan 0. Seaman until 24 March and Lieutenant
General Bruce Palmer for the remainder of the operation. It consisted of
the 1st Infantry Division commanded by MG John Hay and the 25th Infantry
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Division commanded by MG John Tillson III. Collectively, these two
divisions had the commitment of as many as twenty-two maneuver battalions,
fourteen artillery battalions, and three South Vietnamese battalions. The
approximate troop strength of this force was 25,000 men.

Although these divisions had organic brigades assigned and in-country,
comnitments to missions in other areas prohibited some of the organic
brigades from participating in JUNCTION CITY. The task organization at the
beginning of the operation 13 as follows:

1st Infantry Division
ist Bde, ist ID
3d Bde, 1st ID
173d Abn Bde
TF Wallace (South Vietnamese)

25th Infantry Division
2d Bde, 25th ID
3d Bde, 4th ID
196th Light Infantry Bde
11th ACR (=)
TF Alpha (South Vietnamese)

For this operation, the 1st Bde, 1st ID and the 2d Bde, 25th ID both had
four infantry battalions; the 173d and the 196th Brigades had three infantry
battalions apiece; the 3d Bde, 1st ID had one infantry battalion, 1 mech
battalion, 1 cavalry squadron and one armor company; the 3d Bde, 4th ID had
two infantry battalions, one armor battalion (less one armor company), and
one cavalry troop; and the 11th ACR was committed with its assigned units
less the 2d Squadron. Task Force Alpha consisted of the 1st and 5th South
Vietnamese Marine Battalions while Task Force Wallace consisted of the
35th South Vietnamese Ranger Battalion and one troop from the 1st Cavalry
Regiment (South Vietnamese).

This task organization facilitated task force operations in which
combined arms operations at battalion and squadron level were commonplace.
Armored task forces with attached elements of infantry, artillery, tanks and
cavalry roamed throughout the operations area. The Iinfantry rode on the
track vehicles and went into action as tank-infantry teams.!

The opposing forces were the 9th Viet Cong Division and elements of the
Committee of South Vietnam (COSVN) Headquarters. The approximate strength
of this force was 7,000 men. The task organization of this force is:

COSVN

9th VC Div
271st, Regt
2724 Regt
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101st NVA
273d Regt
70th Guards Regt

The COSVN was the supreme headquarters in the South which tied together the
various elements of insurgency and provided direction to both the military
and civilian Communist organizations. The 9th VC Division was subordinate
to the COSVN and apparently had the territorial responsihility for the area
corresponding to War Zone C.

The US forces held a tremendous advantage in the quality and quantity
of weaponry. They faced no armor nor air threat while themselves possessing
almost 100 MUBA3C tanks, well over 400 armored cavalry assault vehicles
(ACAVS——c M113 modified with armor shields and M60 gun kits), helicopter
gunships, and plenty of US Air Force support in the form of B-52, A-1, F-4,
F-100, and C-47 "spooky" gunship sorties. Additionally, the maneuver units
were supported by 105-mm towed howitzers, 155-mm, 175-mm, and 8-inch
self-propelled howitzers. Mortar organic to the maneuver units were the
4,2-inch and the 82-mm mortars. Tremendous firepower was also provided by
M42 twin 40-mm Dusters and M55 uad .50 machine guns. US forces also had
the advantage in the type of ordnance available. Beehive artillery rounds
which were cannisters filled with 8,000 metal darts and the cluster bomb
units of the Air Force were both extremely effective against troops in the
open or even in the jungle. CS and smoke were used effectively in flushing
the enemv from tunnels and destroying captured rice.

On the other hand, VC forces had Jjust received a standard infantry
rifle, the Soviet-made AK-47. They possessed some 7.62 machine guns in each
bat.talion and very few .51 caliber machine guns, if any at all. They had a
healthy respect for US armor as evidenced by a pronounced increase in the
use of antitank weapons such as RPG=2s, recoilless rifles, and
Chinese-manufactured antitank mines. Fire support was provided by 60-mm,
82-mm, and for the first time in the war, 120-mm mortars. The artillery
supporting the 9th VC Division were 82-mm, 120-mm, and 130-mm towed
howitzers. Of these, it was the 130-mm howitzer which outranged the US
105-mm howitzer that proved most effective.

The corollary to firepower is mobility and again the US forces had the
advantage of being able to move large numbers of men and supplies great
distances rapidly--this being the result of the helicopter. JUNCTION CITY
was intitially supported by elements of three aviation groups which used
250 helicopters on D-day in displacing men, equipment, and supplies. This
was the largest single day helicopter operation in the history of army
aviation to date and also included a record number of Air Force sorties
flown in a single day--=575. Thirteen airmobile companiss were used for the
first four days of the operation. Thereafter the 12th Combat Aviation
Group, with all {its assets, was the sole source of support for JUNCTION
CITY. By the end of the operation, army aviation had flown over 80,000
sorties and airlifted 19,000 tons of resupply.2
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To assist movility on the ground, extensive use of tankdozers, bull-

dozers, and Rome Plows (a large tractor with a specially configured
dozZer-type blade developed specifically for heavy duty, land-clearing
operations) proved very effeztive in jungle-clearing operations, especially
when teamed with infantry. Armored units provided road security and convoy
escorts for travel along the main supply routes and AVLBs greatly assisted
the timely movement of mecbanized forces across streams and ravines.

The Viet Cong lacked the means to move great distances rapidly;
however, they pLossessed an intimate knowledge of the terrain which allowed
them to "melt into the jungle"™ and thus escape decisive combat. Having
occupied the :zrea for over twenty years, they had been able to develop an
extensive underground network of tunnels and facilites. More importantly,
the Cambodian border played a vital role in mobility; for once the Viet Cong
made it across the border, they had nothing to fear.

The Viet Cong main line forces fought according to the doctrine of
avoiding decisive combat unless they were convinced that through the use of
surprise and well-planned attacks, they could achieve the defeat of a US
force. Otherwise, they were content to use their knowledge of the terrain
and the cover of darkness to harass US forces with booby traps, ambushes,
mines, and mortar fires, This tactic was well suited to an enemy who was
outgunned and outmanned and gave the VC forces an effectiveness out of
proportion to their size. When the VC did conducet battalion or regimental
size attacks, they showed evidence of careful planning and displayed
professionalism in execution. They achieved tremendous volumes of small
arms fire and advanced by leaps and bounds and normally conducted their
attacks at night. The fortifications encountered were capable of sustainiﬁg
very heavy artillery and air attacks and had well-planned defenses.
Depending upon the circumstances, these fortifications could be stubbornly

defended or simply abandoned.

To combat the Viet Cong, the U3 developed the offensive tactic of
"search and destroy" operations. These operations were designed to find,
fix, fight, and destroy enemy forces and their installations. These
operations were normally executed with a heliborne force landing on a
landing zone that had received either artillery or air (or both) preparatory
fires. It was not uncommon to use sixty helicopte~s to move a battalion
into an area which was still within range of supporting artillery. Upon
landing, the infantrv would establish an operating base and run patrols
throughout the area in the attempt to locate the enemy or enemy installation
or enemy supplies. Oftentimes, the operating base would btecome a fire
support base ot which artillery was located, the artillery having been
convoved or airlifted (105-mm howitzers only) to the site. Fire support
hases such as these were usually located within range of another fire
support base thereby allowing for mutually supporting fires. In search and
destroy patrols, the role of the infantry and artillery was usually
reversed., For the infantry would find and fix the enemy while calling in
artillery and close air support to destroy and defeat the enemy.
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